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Sir: 

In the Examiner's reasons for allowance, he states each independent claim is 
allowable because the prior art does not teach or suggest a particular element or elements recited 
in each of the claims. While applicants agree with the Examiner's indication that the prior art 
does not teach or disclose the particular elements cited by the Examiner, the undersigned would 
like to point out that each claim includes a combination of elements and it is the recited 



2 



combination, which includes the elements cited by the Examiner, that is not disclosed nor 
suggested by the prior art. 



The Examiner further states that the preamble of claim 6 is given patentable 



weight because "it recites essential structure or steps." The Applicants do not agree with the 
Examiner that the preamble of claim 6 necessarily recites structures or steps that are "essential." 
Whether phrases in the preamble are to be given patentable weight is made on a case-by-case 
basis. The claim preamble should be read in the context of the entire claim, and determined if 
the preamble recites limitations of the claims, or is necessary to give meaning to the claim. The 
Examiner's statement ignores this standard and fails to provide the reasoning behind the 
assertion. The scope of claim 6 should not be limited by the Examiner's statement without any 
explanation from the Examiner. 



While the combinations of elements recited in the allowed claims are allowable, 



the undersigned would like to point out that some or all of these individual elements may be 
broadened such that the resulting combination is still patentable. Applicants may elect to pursue 
such claims, or to pursue claims directed to other aspects of the present invention, through a 



continuation or reissue application, or through a reexamination proceeding. 



KNE:ajs 

Enclosure: 

Postcard 

1420 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3400 
Seattle, Washington 98101-4010 
(206) 903-8800 (telephone) 
(206) 903-8820 (fax) 



Respectfully submitted, 



DORSEY & WHITNEY LLP 




h:\ip\documents\clients\rendition\500497.01\500497.01 comments stmt allowance.doc 



